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CHAPTER I

THE PROBLEM AND ITS BACKGROUND

Statement Of the Problem

Kids today have their own kind of religion!

They don't

listen to their parents anymore, it's their friends who get their
attention.

It's just a lot different today then yesterday.

Many parents and grandparents are echoing these sentiments
about today's youth.

In one way or another children are viewed as

different then in prior generations, especially where religious mat
ters are concerned.

The generation of children since World War II

seem to hold different values than the traditional ones of their
parents.

The older generations view organized religion as irrele

vant in many respects for today's youth and perceive the family as
losing control over today's youth as compared with past generations.
One of the central issues for social scientists to study is this per
ceived change in the transmission of certain values to the youth of
today.
The child has its first and most enduring contacts with the fam
ily.

The family is the primary agent that transmits the appropriate

norms, beliefs, etc., for the child to function as a normal member of
society.

Until the mid-twentieth century little question was raised

as to how the child learned the basic beliefs which he needed in order
to function within American society.

Granting many individual excep

tions, the normative learning process was in the home.

However, since

1
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World War II considerable controversy has centered around the changing
role of the family, its loss of former function, and what has replaced
the family in transmitting culturally appropriate beliefs to youth.
Part of the controversy has centered around the question of whom
the child uses as a referent for general and specific beliefs.
ciologists,
theory.

For so

this question falls under the rubric of reference group

The relationship between child and reference groups, the re

lationship of these groups to each other, and their effect upon the
child is a main concern in recent sociological literature.

Family,

peer group, school or church may serve as a referent for belief by any
child.

The important question is what is the relative or combined im

pact of these agents.
Recent literature has focused on the decline of the family as a
primary referent for values and behavior and the rise of the peer group
as a major influence upon the child.

Empirical studies^ indicate that

educational and occupational aspirations are greatly influenced by peer
groups, and even attitudes concerning the feminine role in society have
been demonstrated to be considerably influenced by an individual's peer
group.
The central question concerning the present study is the relative
perceived influence of parents and peers on religious beliefs.
the individual's referent for religious beliefs?

Who is

Little research has

been conducted in this specific area, and this study is designed as an

^"Campbell, Ernest Q., "Theory and Research in Socialization."
Handbook of Socialization Theory and Research. Chicago:
Rand McNally,

1969.

Pp. 817-75.
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exploratory analysis concerning this particular question.
Since this topic is within the broader sociological area of social
ization, the remainder of the chapter will deal first with some general
theoretical concerns about socialization which bear on the parent/peer
reference group question.

Secondly,

the discussion will then move to

some general considerations on the relevance of religion in general to
specific religious beliefs and its import for socialization in general.
The discussion will then move to specific religious beliefs and questions
concerning specific parental and j^er influence.

This study will suggest

some specific questions concerning specific religious beliefs and per
ceived parental/peer influence.
study being:

The major overriding question of this

Just who is perceived to socialize or influence the reli

gious beliefs of young adults in America society?

Socialization

Socialization refers to a problem which is old and pervasive in
human life - the problem of how to rear children so that they will be
come adequate adult members of the society to which they belong.

There

is great concern of parents today as to whether they are raising their
children properly because of general social conditions which make for
insecurity in the parental role, and because of the wide diffusion of
anxiety-arousing advice to parents.

Yet the awareness of child rearing

as a problem, if exaggerated among us, is by no means unique.

Classical

accounts of how the Spartans reared their boys, to ensure their being
fearless warriors, illustrate the antiquity of practical concern with
this problem in Western Civilization.

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.

4

Within society, any one of its members or groups may serve as a
socialization agent when they influence the behavior of another, whether they intend it to be so or not.

Anthropologists

2

have illustrated

the widespread concern of some societies with child rearing practices,
while in some societies parental concern with childrearing practices is
almost non-existent.

Regardless of the conscious or unconscious aware

ness of the importance of the socialization process to members of society,
the challenge for the social scientist is to recognize the components of
the socialization process and contribute to an understanding of its com
plex process.
sitated.

Before proceeding further, a general definition is neces

Socialization can be defined as the whole process by which an

individual develops, through interaction with other people, his specific
patterns of beliefs, values, attitudes and behavior and experience.

It

must be pointed out that this study is primarily concerned with specific
beliefs and socialization agents (parents/peers).

This discussion will

now move to examine some critical issues or problems in socialization and
their relation to this study.
Three critical issues in socialization will now be discussed.

The

first question has great import for socialization in general, whereas
the next two issues are particularly germane to this study.

The first is

sue concerns the problem of how active or passive is the role of the per
son being socialized;

that is how much "give" or "elasticity" is possible

2

Zigler, Edward and Child, Irvin L., "Socialization".
Handbook of
Social Psychology, III, 1969. Reading, Massachusetts: Addison-Wesley
Publishing Company. Pp. 450.
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in the socialization of children, especially in areas of high societal
importance.

Secondly, just how important is the particular area of

religious beliefs in the socialization process of modern society.

Do

they in fact still play a key role in societal integration as asserted
by some classical theorists?

And therefore, do they still have a unique

importance in terms of socialization?
this study:

Thirdly, and the key question for

Who is perceived as socializing youth to religious beliefs?

Or do the socializers have a complimentary or combined effect?

Active versus passive view of the child

Considerable controversy has been raised concerning the role of the
child in socialization.

The issue concerns the problem whether the child

is an active or passive agent in his own socialization process.

This

concern also extends to the question of just how much individuals per
ceive themselves to be free of institutional and cultural restraint.
The passive view of socialization is most clearly evident in ef
forts to conceptualize the socialization process within Skinnerian frame
work, with its emphasis on shaping behavior through the application of ex3

ternal rewards and punishments.
in the work of Dager.

Two assumptions

of this type are found

One assumption is that the individual is born

asocial, or like a tabula rosa, waiting to be inculcated with values and
appropriate behaviors.

A second assumption is that individual differences

due to heredity and other biological factors can be ignored.

Dager, E.Z., "Socialization and Personality Development in the
Child." H.T. Christensen (Ed.), Handbook of Marriage and the Family.
Chicago: Rand McNally, 1964.
Pp. 740-8.
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The child as an active agent in his own socialization can be
found in the work of Turner.

4

Turner views man as containing unique

facilities of synthesizing, symbolizing and exploring.

Human beings do

not passively wait to be bombarded with "stimuli", but actively explore
the environment, and through the capacity to symbolize these experi
ences and synthesize them to "fill in" the missing elements in his mental
"map".

Bell

5

and the Wenars

6

both point out that literature on child-

rearing has been built almost entirely upon the assumption of a unidir
ectional effect from parents to offspring.

Anderson^claims that it is

important to view the child in the socialization process as an open sy
stem.

For Anderson, open system means the interaction of hereditary

characteristics with environmental characteristics in the maturation pro
cess of the individual.
The concept of the active child also forces us to consider innate
biological factors which may play a role in the child's behavior.

Bio

logical factors are certainly important in obvious ways of producing

4Turner, Charles H., Radical M a n ; the Process of Psycho-social
Development. Cambridge, Massachusetts;
1970. Pp. 19-23.

Schenkman Publishing Company,

5
Bell, A. Q., "Developmental Psychology."
Psychology, XVI, 1965, Pp. 38.

Annual Review of

^Wenar, G. and Wenar, S. C., "The Short Team Prospective Model,
the Illusion of Time, and the Tabula Rosa Child." Child Development,
XXXIV, 1963, Pp. 697-708.
^Anderson, J.G., "Dynamics of Development;
Systems in Process."
Harris, D. B., (Ed.), The Concept of Development, an Issue in the Study
of Human Behavior. Minneapolis: University Of Minnesota Press, 1957,
Pp. 25-46.
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uniformities of socialization; but also important for uniformities are
possible subtle processes.

Lenneberg

8

poses such an instance in a re

cent review which showed that biological programming of the human animal
has far more to do with language acquisition than was previously sus
pected.
A broader perspective on the active versus passive view of social9

ization is found in Wrong's

work on "the oversocialized concept of

man," and in M e a d ' s ^ writings when she refers to "prefigurative cul
tures".

Wrong maintains that sociology places too much emphasis on

social roles in society and too little emphasis on psychological factors.
For sociologists, motives in human behavior are derived from social fac
tors.

Parsons'

^

model of the "complementarity of expectations", the

view that persons in social interaction mutually seek approval from one
another by conforming to shared norms, is representative of the typical
sociological perspective on socialization.

Wrong contends this over

looks Freud's contribution to the process of socialization.

Wrong strongly

feels that sociologists have overlooked competing images of man in the so
cialization process.

Lenneberg, Eric H., Biological Foundations of Language.
Wiley Publishing Company, 1967.
Pp. iii + 489.

New York:

9
Wrong, Dennis, "The Oversocialized Conception of Man in Sociology."
American Sociological Review, XXVI (April 1961), 183-193.
^ M e a d , Margaret, Culture and Commitment: A Study of the Genera
tion G a p . New York: Doubleday Press Inc., 1970, Pp. 51-76.

11 op. cit.
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Sociologists tend to focus on conformity and non-conformity, or
deviance, in terms of role behavior.

Man is socialized to appropri

ate norms of conduct or socialized to not-appropriate norms of con
duct.

For Wrong,

this leaves out the possibility of a person being non

socialized in certain aspects of behavior or inner thoughts.
logical position is only half of the socialization model.

The socio

The other

half is derived from Freud's contention of innate biological factors or
drives.

These drives are not fixed goals but are "plastic" in the sense

that these factors can be channeled by social factors.

For Wrong, man

is a social animal, but his social nature is profoundly affected by his
bodily structure and for him it is not fruitful to interpret behavior
in terms of strict cultural determinism, a la Parsons.
Mead

12

contends that society is entering a stage which she calls

"prefigurative culture".

Society is entering an era which has never be

fore in human history been possible.

A time in which offspring are more

skilled and knowledgeable about society than their parents, and hence
are living in a world different from what the parents ever experienced.
Because of this parents cannot help or give advice to their children in
terms of past experience or how to live in the "new world".

Mead fore

sees a culture where the parents learn with and from their children in
how to adapt to a rapidly changing society.

The age of parents trans

mitting the appropriate values to their children is gone, now the child
must develop, along with his parents, new values that will be appropri
ate for a rapidly changing society.

op. cit.
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Another issue here, and the only aspect of the problem directly
addressed by this study, is the extent to which people perceive them
selves as free from parental, or any other, influence.
Scott,

13

Lyman and

in their book, A Sociology of the Absurd, take the position

that actions are voluntaristic, as can be seen in the following quote:
"...nature of human action... Action consists of the pursuit
of ends by social actors capable of deliberating about tlje
line of activity they undertake and of choosing among alter
natives to the same end... human action should be considered...
voluntaris tic."
A portion of this study will be devoted to examing the extent to
which young adults, perceive themselves to be free in their adoption of
religious values.

Religious Values

Sociological analysis of religion and religious behavior has
pointed to religion as a source of meaning and unity within social life
This position is usually associated with Durkheim.

14

Durkheim maintain

ed that the major function of religion in society was to provide for
primary social solidarity:

to hold things together.

People living

to

gether in society generate rules which are felt by individuals as act
ing on them from outside, as having a force which is both uplifting and
constraining.

13
surd.

This conception of the externality and continuity of

Lyman, Stanford M. and Scott, Marvin B., A Sociology of the Ab
New York: Appleton-Century-Crofts, 1970. Pp. 21.

14

Durkheim, Emile, The Elementary Forms of the Religious Life; A
Study in Religious Sociology. Glencoe, Illinois: The Free Press, 1947.
Pp. iii + 456.

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.

authority expresses itself in symbols.

Central to Durkheim's theory

of religion is the concept of symbol as shared meanings between members
of society.

The symbols of social groups are the ideals and practices

of the religious life.

The moral reality of society is generated and

maintained by religion.
lective life in society.

Religion is the source and object of the col
Due to the close relationship between reli

gion and group solidarity, Durkheim maintained the position that reli
gion is the moral fiber of society which holds collectivities together.
From Durkheim's viewpoint, religion is such an important element in the
maintenance of society, that the religious values are of primary impor
tance in the processes of society.

The function of religion is the

o
creation, reinforcement, and maintenance of solidarity in society.

The

implied priority of religious values in socialization is quite clear.
Simmel

15

maintains a somewhat similar position on the function of

religion in society.
unity.

The function of religion is to accentuate group

According to Simmel man constructs religion out of his social

experiences.

He selects those particular experiences which enable the

group to achieve unity.

Nonmaterial phenomena, such as a spirit of

friendship and cooperation, are kinds of human exchanges that promote
group unity because human interaction comes to be valued by all parties
concerned:

There are rewards for all in such interaction.

Religion re-

%
presents as accentuation and extension of all kinds of behavior which

Simmel, George, "A Contribution to the Sociology of Religion."
American Journal of Sociology (May 1955), 1-18.
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11
make for unity within the group.
stract.

The unity

Simmel maintains that the abstract

(symbol, ritual, etc.), and once developed,

acheived in religion is

ab

develops out of the concrete
the abstract (religion)

be

comes a force in support of group unity.
In contrast to Durkheim and Simmel, G l o c k ^ maintains that other
influences have modified the impact of religious values upon the total
culture.

Religion alone claims the right to determine supernatural and

external validity.

However, Glock points out that in recent years there

has been a growing tendency to rely upon reason rather than supernatural
authority as the source of values.

The authority of religion has been

challenged at least partly because pluralistic religion does not possess
a unity of values and thus opens the door to alternative ideologies.
Modern society has increasingly turned to economic or political systems
as integrating forces.
Glock defines religion as a sacred or ultimate commitment to some
set of norms, values, and beliefs.

For Glock, what contributes to so

cial integration is not institutionalized religion but what society de
fines as the sacred.
religious ritual;
cial support.
sources:

The reinforcement is not necessarily provided by

it may be provided by entirely secular forms of so

Contributions to the normative structure come from many

the body politic, the economic order, the mass media, labor

unions, private citizens, as well as the Church.

In short, according

^Glock, Charles Y., "Religion and the Integration of Society."
Review of Religious Research, II (Number 2, I960)
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to Glock, religion is not the primary source of integration in current
American society.

Following this line of reasoning it can be implied

that the importance of religious socialization, implied in Durkheim
and Simmel, is not of paramount importance.

Religious Socialization

The next section discusses the factors contributing to socializa
tion of religious values in individuals.

First, a very brief look at

the importance of reference group concepts.

Then, a discussion of as

pects of religious socialization in general and its influence on reli
gious values, followed by a more specific discussion of particular re
ference groups and persons in relation to individuals obtaining their
religious values.

Some Concepts in Reference Group

The major question for this study is:

Whom do young persons per

ceive as influencing their religious beliefs?
sociological terminology the question is:

Put in more traditional

What is the predominant re

ference group, or person, for the formation of religious beliefs of
youth?

A short summary of reference group in sociology is necessitated.

Reference group, or individual, can be defined as that group or
person which an individual feels is significant and which the individual
attempts to regulate thoughts and behavior according to the standards
of this reference group.

This concept was first coined by Hyman ^ in

^Hyman, Herbert, "The Psychology of Status." Archives of Psycho
logy, No. 269, 1942.
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13
the 1940's.

Since then, it has gained widespread popularity in so-

ciological literature.
Merton

19

study.

Two important distinctions by Kelly

18

and

concerning reference group are relevant for a basis to this
Kelly made a distinction between normative and comparative re

ference groups.

Comparative reference groups supply standards of com

parisons for self-appraisal, while normative reference groups are the
source of the individual's norms, attitudes, values, and beliefs.

This

study is attempting to focus on normative reference groups in terms of
where the individual receives his religious values, beliefs from.
Merton pointed out the concept of anticipatory socialization.
This concept implies that individuals may take as a reference group a
group to which they aspire to belong, and begin to socialize them
selves to what they perceive to be its norms before they are exposed to
its direct influence.

Thus the power of some reference groups lies in

the fact that they will ultimately be the significant group to which the
individual belongs.

Indirectly, it may be said that if the parents are

not the reference group for religious values, etc., than perhaps the peer
group is the significant group, even though the individual does not be
long to that group.
Through a life span an individual often has multiple reference
groups.

In forming his total constellation of attitudes, several refer-

Kelly, Harold H., "Two Functions of Reference Groups." Hartly,
E. L . , Newcomb, T. M . , and Swanson, G. E. (Eds.), Readings in Social
Psychology. New York: Dryden Press, 1952.
Pp. 410-14.
19

Merton, Robert K . , Social Theory and Social Structure.
Illinois: Free Press, 1968. Pp. 319-22.
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Glencoe,

14
ence groups may come into play, each accorded a limited jurisdiction
over some specialized attitude sphere.
groups

20

Studies of normative reference

have found differences in the legitimacy that individuals accord

to groups promulgating norms in various spheres.
There are many concepts involved in reference group literature, but
of particular interest for this study is the normative reference group,
and the possibility of more than one reference group in forming reli
gious values - peers versus parents.

There remains the possibility that

both may overlap each other as referents, or that only one serves as the
normative referent for religious values.

Religious Values And Socialization

Early theorists,

like Durkheim and Simmel, would maintain that due

to the importance of religion serving as an integrative function in soG

ciety, the core values of religion would be inculcated at an early age,
and thus the family would be the primary agent of socializing the child
to religious values.

This is the position taken here by this author,

that parents are responsible for inculcating the core religious values
to children.

In contrast, recent theorists maintain that other factors,

political and economic, are prime integrators of members into society,
and that religiosity is relatively low among today's young adults.
There is actually very little empirical research on religious socializa
tion of contemporary youth, but a few researchers have posed models for
religious socialization and its consequences.

20

Merton,

loc. cit., Pp. 279-334.
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Elkin

contends that the basic aim of religious socialization is

to teach the child his religious identity.

Elkind specifies three de

velopmental stages in the growth of the religious identity of children.
In the first stage, five to seven years of age, children possess an undifferentiated impression of their religious demomination,

In the se

cond stage, the seventh to ninth years, concrete conception of reli
gious identity begin to develop.

The third stage, ten to twelve years

old, the child begins to comprehend his own religious identity.

By the

pre-adolescent period the child's conception of religious identity be
gins to correspond to the religious identity of an adult.
tend to support, indirectly,

This would

the position taken in this study.

Chil

dren receive their religious identity, values, beliefs, etc., from
their parents, which is, of course, inculcated early in life.
In contrast, McCann

22

maintains that religious socialization is

a continuing process which is never fully achieved.

Various role re

quirements daily impinge upon a person's religious beliefs and values.
As various role requirements impinge upon the adult, his religious be
liefs will often be modified in the process,,

*.

McCann emphasizes that the typical path to religious socialization,
it seems, is to teach children through concrete examples which are later

21

Elkind, David, "Age Changes in the Meaning of Religious Indentity.'
Review of Religious Research,VI (Number l), 1964.
22

McCann, Richard, "Developmental Factors in the Growth of a
Mature Faith." The Sociology of Religion; An Anthology, Knudten,
Richard D., (Ed.). New York;
Appleton-Century-Crofts, 1967.
Pp. 204-11
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broadened to the form of abstract concepts usuable to adults.

In the

later stages the individual develops a need for social and intellectual
integration, and taking religious integration according to McCann, the
individual generally develops his religious life in one of two direc
tions.

Either he intellectualizes his belief from former experiences,

or he throws off his old beliefs, accepting new ones in its place.
Thomas,

23

in a study of over 16,000 Roman Catholic parochial

school children, discovered that pre-school training of children by
adults to meet the essentials of the faith were not occurring in the
family.

Thomas suggests the decreased emphasis upon religious education

in the Roman Catholic family is a consequence of American religious plu
ralism.
Thomas maintains that the attempt to develop a positive religious
relationship between different religious groups has resulted in an em
phasis upon points of religious similarity rather than dissimilarity.
The decline of family religious responsibility is only a reflection of
the changing cultural situation in which the Roman Catholic family now
lives.
The changing nature of family instruction suggests that religious
training has been taken over by other factors.

Institutions such as

parochial schools, or Sunday schools, or one's peers may be replacing
the family as the primary socializer of religious values.

The following

sections discuss these factors and their contributions to religious

23

Thomas, John L., "Religious Training in the Roman Catholic
Family." The American Journal of Sociology, LVII, (September 1951),
178-183.
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socialization.
■r.

Schools And Churches

The school is society's vehicle for imparting technical knowledge
and skills to individuals.

The aims and functions of formal education

have been variously defined at different times in the United States:

24

"The most general societal functions are transmitting knowledge,
norms, and values, along with the orientational and motivational
underpinnings that this requires, and recruiting or channeling
persons into programs of preparation for social positions allo
cated on the basis of achievement."
But the impact of the school is clearly mediated by several other
conditions apart from the formal structures and functions of the class
room.

The social climate of schools is one significant factor in so

cialization apart from the specific structure of the school system.
Closely related to, but perhaps analytically distinct from, so25
cial climate is direct peer influence.

Studies by Coleman

have

given insight into the impact of peer influences on the values and be
havior of adolescents in school.

Coleman contends that.the adolescent

subculture is a small society, and maintains only a few threads of con
nection with the outside adult society.

This is rather an extreme po

sition, but does highlight an important point.

That is, within the

social system of the school the adolescent is forced into his own age
peer group and is, in a sense, isolated from the total societal complex

24

Clausen, John A., "Perspectives On Childhood Socialization."
Socialization And Society. Boston:
Little and Brown Co., 1968. Pp. 153.
25

Coleman, James, The Adolescent Society: The Social Life of the
Teenager and its Impact on Education. New York:
The Free Press,
1961.
Pp. iii + 329.
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and this subculture has serious implications for education.

Status

and prestige in a school is given to the high school hero, and not stu
dents who appear to exhibit skills vital to functioning and mainten
ance of society.

The strength of the peer group in the school social

system is illustrated in Coleman's analysis of how boys and girls would
like to be remembered when they leave school. The results showed social
prestige favored as opposed to academic attainment.

Despite extensive

research on informal aspects of "schooling" there has been little trans
fer of this concern to the area of religious socialization.

Churches

The church's role in socializing children to religious values is
purportedly performed by parochial schools, Sunday schools, or other
church youth group activities.

The churches have justified parochial

education on the grounds it is an effective continuance of early paren
tal education in the sphere of general and specific religious values.
Yet there is considerable disagreement on just what the effect of parochial education is, Thomas

26

suggests that the family has failed to ful

fill its tasks in socializing children in the essentials of the Catholic
faith, and therefore a continued need of a strong parochial school system
is needed to compensate for the decline of religious home training.
Churches place a great deal of importance on proper religious soci
alization through Sunday School education.

The church generally assumes

that what it teaches is important for the integration of society, even

26 op. cit.

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.

19
though some evidence is mounting to the contrary, that other institu
tions are superceding the church in importance.

At any rate, little

pertinent research as to the effectiveness of church school sociali
zation of religious values is inconclusive and awaits further research.
This thesis will not consider church specific effects on religious
beliefs.

Parents And Peers

There is considerable controversy today over the question of the
relative impact of parents versus peers in the socialization of values
in children or adolescents.

At one extreme some people would maintain

that values instilled by the family to a child early in life are never
erased;

others however would maintain the opposite position, that is

that values maintained by children are completely modified later in life.
In other words, some people maintain that parents are a monolithic so
cialization agent for children, giving them the important values for
functioning in society;

others maintain that peer associations are

the monolithic force, giving children the necessary values to survive
in society.
truth.

Somewhere in between these positions probably lies the

Let us now examine the various' positions of parent and peer in

fluence on children and adolescents.

Where possible, the review will

focus specifically on religious values.
There are certain generic tasks to be accomplished in childhood
socialization in any culture.

These tasks are usually carried out

through interaction between parents and children, each playing his part
and each only partly aware of what is taking place.

The tasks of child-
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hood socialization within the family are the first steps toward acheiving the performance requirements necessary for an individual to
integrate into the mainstream of society.
Clausen

27

identifies a set of mutual tasks for parents and children

to accomplish during the childhood socialization process.

From early

beginning of physical care of the child by parents and the response of
child trust, to direction and guidance of children in later life by
parents and child's response of fulfilling these criteria, "tasks"
must be accomplished to successfully integrate the child into society.
Successful completion of these mutual tasks prepares the child for en
trance into adult society with a strong bond between parents and child.
Failure to accomplish these tasks may result in weak family ties and an
unprepared child for normal adult behavior.
This strong bond is especially evident in numerous empirical stu
dies on the "hereditary" character of political party affiliation.
Work done by Brooks

28

demonstrates the reason for this tendency.

Poli

tics is hereditary because the family is so important as an agency of
socialization.

Because of the early and prolonged contact between par

ents and children, the family is the primary agency in shaping and
directing the attitudes of children.

Peers

Very early in a child's life peer contacts come directly under

27 op. cit.
28

Brooks, Richard s»> "Reference Group Influence on Political Party
Preference." Symbolic Interaction: A Reader in Social Psychology.
Boston: Allyn and Bacon, 1972. Pp. 472-480.
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parental surveillance or surveillance of an older sibling.

The sur

veillance is only partial, and early contacts with peers with the same
status puts a premium on learning rudimentary social skills.

The inter

action of small children entails social learning such as being aware
of the presence and wishes of others, on communicating one's own
wishes, and learning to compromise in an interaction setting.
In the later years of development, from the beginning of school on,
there is an emergence of structures of prestige and power within the
classroom and in informal groups in which the child becomes involved.
These groups are significant for socialization because a child's beha
vior will be susceptable to influences by peers - being liked and to be
accepted are strong motivating forces.
evaluations others make of them.

Most children are sensitive to

Children receive feedback on behavior

from peers and adults relating successes and failures.

Some studies

29

indicate that negative or positive feedback can influence a change in
direction of a child's behavioral pattern.
The strength of peer group infhence will probably depend upon the
intensiveness of peer group involvement versus other commitments.
Through the early years the family is the primary focus of commitment
for youth, but moving into adolescence participation with peers becomes
more of the primary focus;

but evidence

30

indicates there is no sharp

29

Maccoby, Eleanor E., "The Development of Moral Values and Be
havior in Childhood." Clausen, John A. (Ed.), Socialization and So
ciety. Boston:
Little and Brown Co., 1968.
Pp. 227-269.
30

op. cit.
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break in parental offspring relationships.

However, if there is a

weak relationship between parents and child, a child is more easilyassimilated into a peer group and the family more easily replaced as
a primary focus of commitment.
Clausen point out

31

that in terms of commitment there are strong

peer pressures forcing the adolescent to emancipate himself from par
ental restrictions.

Conformity to peer group norms of age-appropriate

relationships is accomplished through sanctions of acceptance or re
jection by the peer group.

Therefore, peer acceptance is a goal and a

mastery of peer-valued skills - a means to attaining that goal.
In America, peer group activities are largely outside the orbit of
parental surveillance.

Parents may be able to influence to some degree

the child's peers, and will also most likely have the opportunity to see
and know about these friends.
not known by parents.

But most activities of peer groups are

Parental surveillance is, for example, usually

low due to complete physical separation from adolescent activities.
This may cause considerable consternation on the part of parents.

In

some cases the peer group may actually pose a threat to parental con
trol.

The relationship of peer group standards may vary according to

different societies.

Bronfenbrenner

32

illustrates this in his study

of the educational system in the Soviet Union.

There,

the peer group

is used to buttress conventional adult standards in society.

31

op. cit.

32

Bronfenbrenner, Urie,3Two Worlds of Childhood:
U.S. and
U.S.S.R. New York: Russell Sage Foundation 1970.
Pp. 190.
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One study conducted in the 1950's lends support to the proposi
tion that a child's environment, namely an association with peers in
an atmosphere away from the family, will influence his judgements,
attitudes, and aspirations.

In the study the influences of the social

context upon the individual were of primary consideration.
Neiman

33

conducted a study concerning the similarities and dif

ferences between children's attitudes toward the feminine role in so
ciety contrasted with parents and peers.

Neiman found that a definite

difference existed between the respondent's conceptions and the parents'
conceptions of the feminine role, but a corresponding perceived agree
ment between respondent and peers.

The finding point toward a shift

away from the importance of the family in the process of acquiring the
attitudes and behavior concommitant to social norms.
Alexander and Campbell

34

found that when controlling for parental

education, there was a strong relationship between best friends' plans
for college and 1) expectations to attend college, 2) desire to go to
college when expecting to go, 3) desire to go to college when not ex
pecting to go, and 4) actual college attendance after expecting to at
tend.

These relationships were stronger with best friend reciprocation
Riesman's

35

propositions concerning the emergence of the other

Neiman, Lionel J., "Peer Groups and Attitudes Toward the Femi
nine Role." Social Problems, II (October 1954), 104-11.
34

Alexander, Norman C. Jr., and Campbell, Earnest 0., "Peer
Influence on Educational Aspirations and Attainments." American
Sociological Review, XXIX (August 1964), 568-575.
35

Riesman, David, The Lonely Crowd. Abridged Edition, New Haven:
Yale University Press, 1950. Pp. iii + 315.
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directed social character type in the mid-twentieth century United States
implies that values, attitudes, beliefs, and behavior may in part be de
termined by the expectations, or norms, of peer relationships.
empirical work concerning this typology, Riley, et. al.

36

In an

concludes that:

"... the other-directed tendency to stress peer approach to
the detriment of crucial internalized goals appears in our
data primarily in the adolescents sterotype of peer group
values, and in the aspirations of some--but not all--adolescents themselves.
Yet, even these adolescents do not project
this sterotype tothe larger adult world."
Finally, Coleman

37

maintains that adolescents have a total subcul

ture apart from adults - a youth culture, or "adolescent society". Cole
man presents the strongest and most sophisticated argument that adoles
cent socialization is nearly completely a peer phenomena, in the process
producing the adolescent society.

This adolescent society maintains on

ly a few threads of contact with the adult culture.

Although it should

be pointed out that Coleman's data are now nearly twenty years old (195455).
In summarizing the literature on peer influence it can be seen that
their is increasing evidence pointing to the dominance of peer influence
on educational and occupational values, beliefs, etc.
that parents are being

It would appear

superceded by their children's best friends.

ever, it must be pointed out that

How

the evidence is inconclusive, and does

indicate that there is no sharp break between parents and children on
values, etc.

36
Riley, M. W., Riley, J. W . , and Moore, M. E., "Adolescent Val
ues and the Riesman Typology:
An Empirical Analysis." Culture and
Social Character. New York: The Free Press, 1971.
Pp. 385.
37

op. cit.
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Purpose And Summary Of Proposed Research

The purpose of this study is an attempt to add to the existing
body of knowledge in the social science literature about perceived
peer and parental influence on religious beliefs and, somewhat secon
darily, the religiosity of American college students'.

The major hypo

thesis is:
Because the family is the primary agent of transmitting reli
gious beliefs children will perceive that their religious be
liefs were derived from the parents.
This hypothesis is derived from two basic assumptions maintianed
in the work of Durkheim and Elkind.

This position utilizes Durkheim's

38

basic theoretical proposition tjiat religion performs the important func
tion of solidifying groups.

In the United States the basic unit of so

cial organization is the family and, therefore, the impact of the family
in religious socialization should be very high.

It also draws on

. 39
Elkind s
proposition that the long duration of dependence and interac
tion between child and parents, the parents are important in transmiting core religious beliefs to the child.
Ohter major concerns of this study are the extent of student reli
giosity, who or what students perceive to be responsible for their reli
giosity, and what variables actually are contributing to student's reli
giosity.

Following the major theoretical hypothesis, the three questions

on which this research concentrates, are:

38
39

op. c 1t .
op. Clt.
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1) How religious are American college students?
2) Who do students perceive as influencing their religious
belief? Peers, family, or neither?
3) What factors actually contribute to forming student re
ligious beliefs?
We have seen that, relevant or topical as this area is, there is
virtually no empirical research on religious socialization.

There is

little data available on the extent of religious belief among contempor
ary youth, let alone any systematic investigation of the process by
which religious belief is learned or unlearned.

This seems especially

startling considering the historical importance of religious belief,
heresy, religious conversion and so on.

Given the nature of the dis

cussion above concerning the importance of the family in socialization
and current evidence pointing to a loss of the function to the peer
groups, this study is designed as a small step forward in the underde
veloped area of religious socialization.

This study is an exploratory

analysis of the parent-peer relationship to an individual and held re
ligious beliefs.
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Chapter II

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

This chapter deals with the population studied, the site and con
text of the research,

the operational definitions and the instrumenta

tion of the variables, and the characteristics of the independent vari
ables in the sample.

Population, Sample, And Site Of Research

The data was obtained in the 1970 academic year, spring semester,
at Western Michigan University.

A total sample of 134 respondents were

administered questionaires pertaining to the information for this study,
that is, their religious beliefs.
The students were attending general studies courses in Western Civi
lizations at the time of the study.

It was though that these students

O

would consist of members from various curricula at the university, and
would consist of both underclassmen (freshmen and sophomores) and upper
classmen (juniors and seniors).

The data justified the sample in terms

of a fairly representative "sampling" of the university in general.

Operational Definitions And Instrumentation

Religious beliefs:

The three items, or dependent variables,

to indicate religious

27
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belief were taken from the work of Glock and Stark.

40

Glock and

Stark used these three items as one dependent variable, an orthodoxy
index.

Belief in God, the Devil, and life after death were scaled to

represent this index.

It was thought that these beliefs, the accep

tance or rejection of the traditional Judaic-Christian theology, repre
sented the cornerstone of orthodox belief for Christians.

These items,

belief in God, the Devel, and life after death, were used individually,
that is, as separate dependent variables.

It is difficult to scale

several items, and it was thought that since these items are represen
tative of the cornerstone of Christian theology each item would best be
used as a separate dependent variable.

The specific questions used to

indicate these beliefs were:
1) I know God really exists.
1) Definitely true
2) Probably true
3) Probably not true
4) Definitely not true
2) The Devil actually exists.
1) Definitely true
2) Probably true
3) Probably not true
4) Definitely not true
3) There is a life beyond death.
1) Definitely true
2) Probably true
3) Probably not true
4) Definitely not true

Socio-economic status:

Socio-economic status (SES) was operationally defined in terms of

Glock, Charles Y., and Stark, Rodney, Christian Beliefs And
Anti-Semitism. New York: Harper And Row Inc., 1966. Pp. 1-24.
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the occupation of the respondent's father or head of household.

Occu

pations were assigned socio-ecomomic ratings according to an eight point
scale.

The scale ranged from high SES, indicated by a rating of 1, to

low SES, indicated by a rating of 8.

Class rank:

Class rank is defined as a respondent's current status at the uni
versity in terms of being classified as freshman, sophomore, junior, or
senior.

Freshmen and sophomores are underclassmen, while juniors and

seniors are upperclassmen.

The question to ascertain this information

was to have the respondents indicate their class rank on the face sheet
of the questionaire.

Parental influence:.

Parental influence was defined as the respondent's perception of the
influence of parents on religious values.

The questions to ascertain

this information are as follows:
1) How influential is your mother on your religious values?
1) Extremely influential
2) Quite influential
3) Fairly influential
4) Not too influential
5) Not influential
2) How influential is your father on your religious values?
1) Extremely influential
2) Quite influential
3) Fairly influential
4) Not too influential
5) Not influential

Peer influence:
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Peer influence was defined as the respondent's perception of best
friends'

influence on religious values.

The question to ascertain this

information was:
How influential are your best friends' on your religious values?
1) Extremely influential
2) Quite influential
3) Fairly influential
4) Not too influential
5) Not influential

Parental religiosity:

Parental religiosity was defined as the respondent's perception of
how religious are their parents.

Questions to ascertain this information

were:
1) My mother is religious!
I agree:
I disagree:
very much
very much
somewhat
somewhat
a little
a little
2) My father is religious!
I agree:
I disagree:
very much
very much
somewhat
somewhat
a little
a little
The structure of these questions on parental and peer religiosity
have caused some minor difficulties.
slightly confusing.

The categories of "a little" are

Does "a little" agreement mean some disagreement?

This is probably the case.

Therefore,

the categories of "a little" from

both the agreement and disagreement columns are combined through out the
analysis in this thesis.

In general they might be said to constitute an

"uncertain" category of response.
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Characteristics Of Sample

In this section the sample will be described (by frequency distri
butions) in terms of all dependent variables.

The purpose is to as

certain the relevent characteristics of the sample in light of which
the subsequent findings will be viewed.

FIGURE 2.1

Frequency distribution on SES scale

Categories

N

%

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8

13
31
41
15
18
7
1
8

10
23
31
11
13
5
1
6

134

100

Total

The SES scale is divided into three categories of high, medium,
and low for analysis.

Categories 1 and 2 fall in the high bracket;

categories 3 and 4 are in the medium bracket; and, categories 5 through
8 are in the low bracket.

The medium bracket contains the largest per

centage of observations, 427>.

This is followed by the high bracket with

337<>, and then the low bracket with 257».

The large number of respondents

in the upper two brackets can be explained by the fact that the sample
consists of college students who usually are of the upper SES bracket.

31
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Class Rank:

Figure 2.2 gives the distribution between underclassmen (freshmen
and sophomores), and upperclassmen (juniors and seniors).

FIGURE 2.2

Frequency distribution on class rank

UNDERCLASSMEN
N
%

UPPERCLASSMEN

48
36

86
64

Figure 2.2 show a heavy percentage of respondents in the upperclass
men bracket of 647o versus 36% for underclassmen.

This was to be expected

since the spring session has a large proportion of upperclassmen attem
pting to finish required coursework for graduation.
Figure 2.3 gives the frequency distribution of respondent's per
ception of mother's influence on religious values.

FIGURE 2.3

Frequency distribution on perception of mother's influence

RESPONSE
Extremely influential
Quite influential
Fairly influential
Not too influential
Not influential
TOTAL

#

%

4
9
41
40
40

3
7
30
30
30

134

100
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Dichotomizing between perceived influence and non-influence on
religious values the distribution shows that fully 607, do not perceive
their mother as influential, while 407, do perceive their mother as in
fluential.
Figure 2.4 gives the frequency distribution on respondents'

per

ceptions of father's influence on religious values.

FIGURE 2.4

Frequency distribution on perception of father's infl

RESPONSE
Extremely influential
Quite influential
Fairly influential
Not too influential
Not influential
TOTAL

#

%

6
11
20
41
56

5
8
15
30
42

134

100

Dicotomizing between perceived influence and non-influence the
distribution shows that 727. do not perceive their fathers as influen
tial and 287, do perceive their fathers as influential.

This is an

"increase" of 127. of respondents who deny that their fathers are in
fluential, as compared to those who consider their mother as not in
fluential on religious values.
Figure 2.5 gives the frequency distribution on respondents per
ceptions of best friends'

influence on religious values.
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FIGURE 2.5

Frequency distribution on perception of best friends' influence

RESPONSE
Extremely influential
Quite influential
Fairly influential
Not too influential
Not influential
TOTAL

#

7.

6
11
20
41
56

4
8
15
31
42

134

100

The majority of respondents (737.) fall in the category of not per
ceiving their friends as influential on their religious values.

This is

17. higher than the proportion of respondents who do not perceive their
father as influential on their religious values (727.).

This is con

sistent with the results of Figures 2.3 and 2.4 which give essentially
the same pattern in terms of direction of influence, which is per
ceived as weak.

In short, a majority of students do not feel that they

are influenced by any person close to them.
Figure 2.6 gives the frequency distribution on respondents per
ceptions of mother's religiousness.

FIGURE 2.6

Frequency distribution on perception of mother's religiousness

very much
#
7,

68
51

I Agree
somewhat
47 ’
35

a little
12
8

I Disagree
very much somewhat
2
2

3
2

a little
2
2
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A vast majority of respondents (867o) agree that their mother is
religious.

This is the composite score of the first two columns.

As

stated earlier, the analysis will combine these categories in this fash
ion to enable a more valid examination of the data.

-■

Figure 2.7 gives the frequency distribution of respondents per
ception of father's religiousness.

FIGURE 2.7

Frequency distribution on perception of father's religiousness

very much
#
38
7o
28

I Agree
somewhat
51
39

very much
7
5

a little
24
18

I Disagree
somewhat
7
5

a little
7
5

Like Figure 2.6 a strong majority of respondents in Figure 2.7
(677o) are in the agreement category.

However, there is a 197. drop in

perception of father's religiousness when compared to perception of mo
ther's religiousness.
Figure 2.8 gives the frequency distribution of respondents per
ception of best friends' religiousness.

FIGURE 2.8

Frequency distribution on perception of best friends' religiousness

#
7c

very much
24
18

I Agree
s omewha t
51
38

a little
24
18

I Disagree
very much somewhat a little
5
15
15
11
7
.11
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Once again the majority of respondents fall in the agree category
(567o).

However, in this case there is a large minority who fail in the

disagree category.

But the pattern of the findings is consistent

through all these illustrations.

While not seen as influential, mo

ther, father and peers are all seen as religious.

Mothers are rated

highest on both influence and religiousness, followed by fathers and
best friends respectively.

These findings will be analysed in rela

tion to the dependent variables of religious belief in chapter three.
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CHAPTER III

FINDINGS

The analytic procedures used in analysing the data involve two
steps:

first, simple descriptive statistics, and secondly, a more de

tailed analysis using the Automatic Interaction Detection Program
(AID).

The descriptive statistics will be presented in the form of two-

variable percentage tables.

The primary independent variables of per

ceived parental and peer influence and religiousness are cross-tabulated
with the dependent variable of religious belief.

After examining these

findings, the analysis will move on to the AID procedures which will
look at several independent variables as described above in relation to
the conjoint effects of all three dependent variables (three different
aspects of religious belief).
Table 1 examines the relationship between perception of mother's
influence and belief in God.
table.

There are two major features in the first

First, a majority of respondents do not perceive their religious

beliefs to be affected by mother's influence.

Doing some collapsing

of columns, a full 607, fall in the categories indicating a low degree of
maternal influence on their religious belief.

Clearly, a majority do

not perceive any influence on the part of the mother.

However, a sub

stantial minority do perceive some influence from the mother on their
belief in God.

Unfortunately,

this finding is ambiguous in that the dir

ection of influence is uncertain.

The findings might indicate

ther's were influential but in a negative direction.

that mo

Perhaps mother's

influenced their children's belief toward non-belief in God.
37
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Clearly,

38
the data on hand cannot resolve this ambiguity.

TABLE 1

PERCEPTION OF MOTHER'S INFLUENCE

COMPLETELY
TRUE

BELIEF

PROBABLY
TRUE

(1)
EXTREMELY

(2)
QUITE

(3)
FAIRLY

(4)
NOT TOO

(5)
NOT

507.

897.

617.

467.

367.

(2)

(8)

(25)

(19)

(14)

347.

377.

397.

(14)

(15)

(15)

57.

127.

187.

(5)

(7)

507.
(2)

--

TOTAL
7.
N
517.

(68)

347.

(16)

117.

(15)

IN
GOD

PROBABLY
NOT TRUE

DEFINITELY
NOT TRUE

117.

--

(1)

(2)

--

--

--

57.

77.

(2)

(3)

%

1007.

1007.

1007.

1007.

1007.

N

(4)

(9)

(41)

(41)

(39)

47.

(5)

1007.

TOTAL
(134)

The second major feature of this table is that a large number of
respondents do maintain clear religious belief.

One hundred and four

teen respondents (857.) indicate a belief in a deity.
of religious belief,

Given this fact

the question arises as to where did they "get"

these beliefs, and who or what actually influenced them.

In short, the

first table clearly indicates that a majority maintain strong religious
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beliefs, but seem to indicate that mother's are not influential on
their belief in God.

This points to an interesting sociological

"credibility gap" concerning where these religious beliefs did come
from.

Tables 2 and 3 corroborate this general pattern.
Table 2 illustrates the relationship between perception of father's

influence and belief in God.
two important features.

Like the first table, Table 2 indicates

First, a majority of respondents (687,) do not

perceive their religious beliefs to be affected by father's influence.
Again, a sizable minority (327o) do perceive some influence from the fa
ther on their religious beliefs.
these findings are ambiguous.
negative, is unclear.

Unfortunately, as in the first table,

The direction of influence, positive or

The second major feature is the large number of

respondents who indicate religiosity.

The question still remains:

"Where did these beliefs come from?"
Table 3 shows the relationship between perception of best friends'
influence and belief in God.

The important feature of this table is that

737, of the respondents do not perceive any influence on their religious
beliefs from their friends.

A sizable minority (277,) do perceive some

influence from their friends on their religious beliefs.
in the first two tables, these findings are ambiguous.

However, as
The direction of

influence is unclear.
Table 4 illustrates the relationship between mother's religiousness
and belief in God.

Two features of this table should be pointed out.

First, a clear majority of respondents (867,) do perceive their mothers
as religious.

There is a strong feeling that mothers

are religious in

one sense or another.
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TABLE 2

PERCEPTION OF FATHER'S INFLUENCE

(1)
EXTREMELY

BELIEF

(2)
QUITE

(3)
FAIRLY

(4)
NOT TOO

(5)
NOT

TOTAL
7,
N
517. 68

COMPLETELY
TRUE

33.37.
(1)

737,
(8)

697.
(20)

547.
(19)

367.
(20)

PROBABLY
TRUE

33.37.
(1)

187,
(2)

317.
(9)

347.
(12)

397.
(22)

347.

46

PROBABLY
NOT TRUE

33.37.
(1)

97.
(1)

----

117.
(2)

207,
(ID

117.

15

--

DEFINITELY
NOT TRUE

_ _ _

---

____
--

117.
(2)

57.
(3)

47,

5

--

7.

1007.

1007.

1007,

1007,

1007.

1007,

N

(3)

(11)

(29)

(35)

(56)

IN
GOD

TOTAL
134

TABLE 3

PERCEPTION OF FRIENDS'

(1)

EXTREMELY

BELIEF
r7

INFLUENCE

(2)
(3)
QUITE FAIRLY

COMPLETELY
TRUE

667.
(4)

PROBABLY
TRUE

177.
(1)

(1)

PROBABLY
NOT TRUE

177.
(1)

-----

DEFINITELY
NOT TRUE
7.
N

(4)
NOT TOO

(5)
NOT

TOTAL
°/o
7

XT
IN

917.

507.

467.
(26)

68

(10)

447,
(18)

517.

(10)

97.

407.
(8)

427.
(17)

347.
(19)

347.

46

107.
(2)

97.
(4)

147.
(8)

117.

15

--

„ _ _

_ «. -

_ _ _
-----

67.
(3)

5

-----

57.
(2)

47.

-----

1007.

1007.

1007.

1007.

1007.

(6)

(11)

(20)

(41)

(56)

IN
GOD

1007.

TOTAL
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The second feature is that respondents (n=114) also maintain
strong religious beliefs.

However, the question is, "is there a cau

sal relationship between maternal belief in God and the respondent's
own expression of belief?"

Given the nature of current research on

patterns of influence, it might be argued that, indirectly, parents
beliefs, etc., do influence their children.

We do not, however, have

here sufficient data to describe how this influence occurs, if it in
fact does.

But in any case, there is a clearly discernable contingency
V?.

between mother's being religious and the respondents own expressed "be
lief in God".

Doing some collapsing of columns, it can be computed that

567o of those who indicate that their mothers are religious (cols. 1
and 2) are themselves given to a strong belief in God.

Contrarily, of

those who do not see their mothers as religious (cols. 3,4,5, and 6) on
ly 217o indicate a strong belief in God.

Similar patterns appear in Ta

bles 5 and 6 relating parental and peer religiousness, respectively, to
own religious belief.
Table 5 shows the relationship between father's religiousness and
belief in God.

The first important feature is that a clear majority of

respondents (677.) do perceive their fathers as religious.

There is a

strong feeling chat fathers are religious, although it is less pro
nounced than maternal religiosity.
Another feature, again, is that a large number of respondents
(n=114) do maintain a clear "belief in God".
to Table 4.

The pattern is similar

Collapsing columns 1 and 2 it can be computed that 577. of

those who indicate that their fathers are religious are themselves given
to a strong belief in God.

On the other hand, of those who do not
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TABLE 4

PERCEPTION OF MOTHER'S RELIGIOUSNESS

AGREE
VERY
A
MUCH SOMEWHAT LITTLE
(2)
(3)
(1)

• o

COMPLETELY
TRUE

BELIEF

PROBABLY
TRUE

DISAGREE
VERY
A
MUCH SOMEWHAT LITTLE
(6)
(4)
(5)

667,

497,

257,

--

--

507=

(41)

(23)

(3)

--

--

(1)

287,

367,

507,

1007=

33.37=

507=

(14)

(17)

(6)

(2)

(1)

(1)

97,

137=

177=

__

33.37=

__

(6)

(6)

(2)

--

(1)

--

TOTAL
N
7=
517=

68

347=

46

117=

15

IN
GOD

PROBABLY
NOT TRUE

37,

27.

87=

__

33.37=

__

(2)

(1)

(1)

--

(1)

--

7.

1007,

1007,

1007=

1007=

1007=

1007=

N

68

47

12

DEFINITELY
NOT TRUE

1007=

TOTAL
2

3

2

134

perceive their fathers as religious (cols. 3,4,5, and 6) only 267= indi
cate a strong belief in God.

However,

the data is not sufficient to de

termine the relevance of this pattern.
Table 6 examines the relationship between friends' religiousness
and belief in God.

There are two major features in this table.

First,

a majority of respondents (567=) do perceive their friends as religious.
However, a large minority of respondents, 447. in cols. 3, 4, 5, and 6,
do not perceive their friends as religious.

There is not a strong feel

ing among respondents that friends are religious.
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TABLE 5

PERCEPTION OF FATHER'S RELIGIOUSNESS

AGREE
A
VERY
MUCH SOMEWHAT LITTLE
(2)
(3)
(1)
COMPLETELY
TRUE

BELIEF

PROBABLY
TRUE

DISAGREE
A
VERY
MUCH SOMEWHAT LITTLE
(5)
(6)
(4)

TOTAL
7.
N

747.

477.

467.

28.57.

14.337.

28.57. 517.

(28)

(24)

(11)

(2)

(1)

(21)

187.

377c

427.

437.

577.

437.

(7)

(19)

(10)

(3)

147c

127.

(7)

68

347.

46

(4)

(3)

__

14.33%

28.57c 117.

15

(3)

--

(1)

(2)

--

28.57.

14.337.

--

IN
GOD

PROBABLY
NOT TRUE

57.
(2)

DEFINITELY
NOT TRUE

37.

27c

(1)

(1)

--

(2)

(1)

--

7.

1007.

1007c

1007.

1007.

1007.

1007.

N

38

51

24

7

7

7

47.

5

1007.

TOTAL
134

The second feature is somewhat similar to Tables 4 and 5, but the
evidence is not as pronounced.

Looking at columns 1 and 2 it can be com

puted that 537» of those who indicate that their friends are religious
are themselves given to a strong belief in God.

On the other hand, of

those who do not see their friends as religious (cols. 3, 4, 5, and 6),
337c indicate a strong belief in God.

Again,

the data is insufficient

to determine the precise "meaning" of this pattern.
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TABLE 6

PERCEPTION OF FRIENDS' RELIGIOUSNESS

AGREE
VERY
A
MUCH SOMEWHAT LITTLE
(2)
(3)
(1)
COMPLETELY
TRUE

BELIEF

PROBABLY
TRUE

DISAGREE
A
VERY
MUCH SOMEWHAT LITTLE
(6)
(4)
(5)

717.

617,

387,

407,

157.

447.

(17)

(31)

(9)

(5)

(2)

(4)

217,

337,

467,

307,

627.

127.

(5)

(17)

(11)

(4)

(8)

(1)

87,

47,

167,

157.

87.

447.

(2)

(2)

(4)

(2)

(1)

(4)

__

157.

157.

--

TOTAL
7.
N
517.

68

347.

46

117.

15

47.

5

IN
PROBABLY
NOT TRUE

DEFINITELY
NOT TRUE

__

27,

--

(1)

--

(2)

(2)

--

7.

1007;

1007,

1007,

1007.

1007.

1007,

N

24

51 "

24

13

13

9

1007.

TOTAL
134

Summary of Part I

The purpose of Part I was to supply some descriptive statistics on
the relationship between parental and peer influence and religiousness
on one dependent variable - belief in God.
discovered in the first six tables.

Two important features were

First, a majority of respondents

did not perceive any parental or peer influence in relationship to their
belief in God.

This would appear to follow the position of some writers

who declare that "actions" are voluntaristic and not totally determined
by external factors.
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The second major finding was an apparent relationship between per
ception of parental religiousness, and peer religiousness, and respon
dents own expressed belief in God.

Again, given the nature of current

literature on patterns of influence it could be hypothesized that, indir
ectly, parental, and to a somewhat less degree peers, do influence the
beliefs of their children, or friends, as the case may be.

However, the

data is not sufficient to discern specifics in order to draw firm con
clusions concerning this finding.

0
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PART II

The major analytic procedure used in analysing the data is the
Automatic Interaction Detector Version, or simply AID.

The program

focuses on a particular problem in~^e«earch which involves more than re
porting of descriptive statistics, but does not involve the exact testing
of specific hypotheses.

The problem is one of determining which of a

series of independent variables, for which data have been collected, are
related to the phenomenon in question, under what conditions, and through
what intervening processes.
spuriousness.

AID also includes appropriate controls for

In the context of this research the AID will be used in

this basically inductive manner with the hope of clarifying the somewhat
ambiguous findings appearing in the two-variable cross tabulations.
Two major statistical questions for the AID scheme are:

1) "Given

the units of analysis under consideration, what single predictor variable
will give maxium improvement in our ability to predict values of the de
pendent variable?" and 2) "What predictor variables are interacting to
produce the effect on the dependent variable?1

The program divides the

sample, through a series of binary splits, into a mutually exclusive
series of subgroups.
these subgroups.

Every observation is a member of exactly one of

They are divided so that each step in the procedure,

the selected subgroup means account for a greater proportion of the to
tal sum of squares (reduce the predictive error) than the means of any
other equal member of subgroups.

Sonquist and Morgan

41

describe the

Morgan,James N. and Sonquist, John A., The Detection Of Interac
tion Effects. Institute for Social Research, The University of Michigan,
Ann Arbor, Michigan, 1964. Pp. 5-6.
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procedure^as follows:
"Section 1.3

Description of the Algorithm

1

The total input sample is considered the first (and indeed
only) group at the start.

2.

Select that unsplit sample group, group i, which has the
largest total sum of squares.
TSS.
l
such that for the i 1th group

(1.3.1)

TSS.> R(TSS ) and N . >
-i*”
t
l

M

Where R is an arbitrary parameter (normally 20 5

5 ^5 40).

The requirement (1.3.2) is made to prevent groups with little
variation in them, or small numbers
of observations, or both,
from being split. That group with
the largest total of squares
(around its own mean) is selected provided that this quanity is
larger than a specified fraction of the original total sum of
squares (around the grand mean), and that this group contains
more than some minimum number of cases (so that any further
splits will be credible and have some sampling stability as
well as reducing the error variance
in the sample.)
3.

Find the division of the CK classes
of an single predictor Xk
such that combining classes to form the partition p of this
group i into two nonoverlapping subgroups on this basis pro
vides the largest reduction in the unexplained sum of squares.
Thus,

choose a partition so as to maximize the
(n,y2 , +
' r 1

n y2
2 2

where N.

=

n,

and

=

n.y.

l

Y.

1

+

-

N.Y2
ii

=

BSS..
lkp

expression
(1.2.3)

n„

2

+

n„ y„

i______ i i_____ 2

2

N.
l
for group i over all possible binary splits on all predictors
with restrictions that (a) the classes of each predictor are
ordered into decending sequence, using their means as a key
and (b) observations belonging to classes which are not con
tinuous (after sorting) are placed together in one of the new
groups to be formed. Restriction (a) may be removed, by op
tion, for any predictor X^.
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4.

For a partition p on variable k over group i to take place
after the completion of step 3, it is required that
BsSikp-

Q (TSSt )

(1.3.4)

where Q is an arbitrary parameter in the range .001 Q R,
and TSS^ is the total sum of squares for the input sample.
Otherwise group i is not capable of being split;
that is,
no variable is "useful" in reducing the predictive error in
this group.
The next most promising group (TSS. = maximum)
is selected via step 2 and step 3 is then applied to it, etc.
5.

If there are no more unsplit groups such that requirement
(1.3.2) is met, or if, for those groups meeting it, require
ment (1.3.4) if not met (i.e., there is no "useful" predic
tor), or if the number of currently unsplit groups exceeds
a specified input parameter, the process terminates."

OVERALL PICTURE AND DESCRIPTION OF AID TREES

The final results of the AID program can be illustrated by a tree
structure in which each new branch of the tree contains a subgroup of
a split on a former group of observations.

Figures 3.1, 3.2 and 3.3

illustrate the picture of an AID tree for each dependent variable in
volved in this study.

The structure of each tree illustrates the overall

picture of the interactive effect of the independent variables with the
dependent variable.
The tree structure in Figure 3.1 illustrates the interaction be
tween perception of friends' religiousness, SES, perception of friends'
influence on religious values, perception of mother's influence on re
ligious values, perception of father's religiousness, and class rank
on belief in life after death.

Figure 3.2 illustrates the interaction

between perception of friends' religiousness, perception of mother's
influence on religious values, perception of father's religiousness, per
ception of mother's religiousness and perception of friends' influence
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FIGURE 3.1

AID TREE FOR BELIEF IN LIFE AFTER DEATH
2.82

Mothers

Mothers
are
religious

inffuential

2.36

Friends
are
re 1igious

1.93

Mothers
are not
influential

Mothers
are not
religious

N= 15

1.98

Parent
Group

N= 37

2.00
Fathers
are
religious

1.42

Friends
are not
religious

Friends
are
influential

1.64

1.42
Fathers
are not
religious

Friends
are not
influential
N=

22
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FIGURE 3.2
Class rank (Lower)
AID TREE FOR BELIEF IN
THE EXISTENCE OF THE DEVIL

3.02

3.29

Mothers
are
influential

Friends
are
religious

M=
2.85

Mothers
are not
influential
JSM,

2.50

N= 17

M=

2.94

Class Rank (Upper)
J N= 27
Friends are
influentia1
N= 16
Fathers
are
religious

Parent
Group

2.46

M=
2.28

/ Friends
are not
religious

'
M=
2.26

N= 24

Friends
are not
influential
Fathers
are not
religious

1.65

2.00

N= 18

N= 17
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FIGURE 3.3

AID TREE FOR BELIEF IN THE EXISTENCE OF GOD

Fathers
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Fathers
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on religious values on belief in the existence of the Devil.

Figure

3.3 illustrates the interaction between perception of friends' reli
giousness, perception of father's influence on religious values, SES,
and perception of father's religiousness on belief in God.

In all

three AID pictures the consistent predictor variables were perception
of friends' religiousness and perception of father's religiousness.
Perception of friends' religiousness, for all three dependent varia
bles, was the strongest single predictor in each AID program.

This

is initially consistent with current findings of the importance of peer
influence on attitudes, beliefs, etc. of young adults, and here it
clearly indicates the strength of peers in predicting the dependent
variables.
At this point a brief comment about the theoretical significance
of these findings is necessitated.

In Chapter 1 it was my contention

that even though empirical evidence indicated that the family is being
superceded by other agents of socialization in transmitting norms of
behavior the family is still the primary agent of socialization in the
religious sphere.

This was premised on the supposed core cultural or

der of religious belief.

The AID tree pictures indicate that percep

tion of friends' religiousness is the best single predictor on all
three dependent variables.

This is in line with the theoretical posi

tion taken by other authors and tends to indicate that where religious
beliefs are concerned,
of socialization.

the family is being superceded by other agents

This theoretical conclusion will be elaborated on in

the final chapter, but first a more thorough examination of the AID
data will be conducted.
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Sampling Variabilities And Substitution Effects

When analysing the data in the AID program it is beneficial to
know if the splitting process involved in the program is valid in terms
of using certain variables over offers.

Here, the analyst is interested

in whether chance factors have played a role in the selection process of
the AID program.

Tables 7, 8, and 9 depict (for each dependent varia

ble) the effect of each predictor for each group created during the par
titioning process.

Indicators mark:

1) those variables used in the

splits, 2) other variables which were almost effective enough to be used
for a split but were not, and 3) terminal groups.

This type of table is

helpful in indicating chance factors and substitution effects in the an
alysis .
Using the established criteria of group minimal size, split reducibility, and split eligibility,

the major statistical question is,

"What is the likelihood that this split occurred by chance?"

When

only one variable used in a split is the only one which shows up as im
portant, then the probability of its predictive power being due to sample
variability is slight.

When several variables are almost equally good

as predictors in any split, then the likelihood is greater that sampling
variability is responsible in selecting one, rather than another, as
that variable to be actually used in the split.

Some of these problems

will now be examined for each of the three Tables 7, 8 and 9.
Table 7 indicates that-fcrr-splits on parent group 5 the sampling
variability might be responsible in selecting friends'

influence on re

ligious values rather than father's influence in predicting the dependent
53

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.

variable (belief in life after death).

However, another possibility is

that both variables are highly correlated with each other and the depen
dent variable.

This indicates that both ^variables are working in the

same direction as predictors of the dependent variable.

This direction

of interpretation is designed to answer the question, "are the compe
ting predictors correlated with the one actually used in the split".

TABLE 7

RELIGIOUS BELIEF ANALYSIS, RESPONDENTS WHO WERE SCALED
ON BELIEF IN THE EXISTENCE OF THE DEVIL;
VARIATION

PREDICTOR
CLASS
RANK
SES
MOTHER'S
INFLUENCE
FATHER'S
INFLUENCE
FRIENDS'
INFLUENCE
MOTHER'S
RELIGIOSITY
FATHER1S
RELIGIOSITY
FRIENDS'
RELIGIOSITY

IN

GROUP EXPLAINABLE FOR EACH

#5

PROPORTION OF
PREDICTOR

#1

#2

.0002

.0113

.0814

.0892 W

.0016

.0006

.0148

.0037

.0403

.0249

.0443

. 1272

(.0228)

.0223

.0255

.0176

(.0684)

.0464

.0146

.0350

(.0346)

.0693 — * .0166

.0080

(.0441)

.0203

.0065

(.0590)

.0001

.0410

.0177

.0153

.0370

.0359 -+ .0241

.0535

--^T0037

.0004

7 o *L07

.0007

#3

#6

.0095

#9
.0417

.0134

N

134

75

58

59

42

44

MEAN

2.50

2.27

2.45

2.80

2.26

3.02

KEY:
#
^

= Parent Group
= Indicator of a split made on this
predictor
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TABLE 8

RELIGIOUS BELIEF ANALYSIS, RESPONDENTS WERE SCALED
ON BELIEF IN LIFE AFTER DEATH;

PROPORTION

OF

o

VARIATION IN GROUP EXPLAINABLE FOR EACH PREDICTOR

PREDICTOR

#1

#3

#2

.#5

CLASS
RANK

.0001

.0166

.0006

.0092

SES

.0133

.0238

.0321

.0124

MOTHER S
INFLUENCE

.0624

.0566

.0686

.0018

FATHER'S
INFLUENCE

.0539

(.0517)

.0609

----

FRIENDS 1
INFLUENCE

.0479

.0184

.0531

.0295

MOTHER'S
RELIGIOSITY

(.0745)

.0388

(0841)

.0569

FATHER'S
RELIGIOSITY

.0599

.0139

.1055

.0114

FRIENDS'
RELIGIOSITY

.1016

.0305

.0366

(.0166)

#7

#6

.0130

.0219

/

.0783

( .0528)

.0551

.1019

.0810

.0074

N

134

59

75

44

37

38

MEAN

1.99

2.36

1.71

2.50

2.00

1.42

KEY:
#
^

= Parent Group
-

Indicator of a split made on this predictor
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If there is "competition" among predictors, it is important
to know if the explanatory power of these competitors increase, de
crease, or stay the same in subsequent splits.

Looking at Table 7

and the split on parent group 5, it can be seen that father's influence
which lost out in competition to friends' influence decreased by almost
half of its predictive value.
to almost nothing.

However,

friends'

influence decreases

The significance of this finding is simply that

both variables have considerable overlap in that part of the variation
which both are capable of explaining.

The predictor used in the split

has been substituted for the predictor that lost out in the competition.
In other words, there is considerable redundancy between the effects of
the two variables (friends' and father's influence on religious values)
on the dependent variable of belief in life after death.
Table 8 indicates that the chance factor is not 'playing a part in
the selection process of splitting.

In parent group 3 mother's influ9

ence has a BSS/TSS of .0566 and father's influence has a BSS/TSS of
.0517, but the difference is great enough to assume that sampling va
riability is not a predominant concern in the analysis, and it is safe
to go on the assumption that predictors are reliable indicators of the
dependent variable.
Looking at substitution effects in Table 8 the split on parent group
3 is also interesting.

Both mother's and father's influence appear to be

working in the same direction.

This can be seen by checking the splits

after parent group 3 and the effects on these two variables.

Mother's

influence increases from .0566 to .0686 in parent group 3 to parent
group 2, while father's influence increases from .0517 to .0604.
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TABLE 9

RELIGIOUS BELIEF ANALYSIS, RESPONDNENTS WHO WERE SCALED
ON BELIEF IN THE EXISTENCE OF GOD, PROPORTION OF VAR
IATION

IN GROUP EXPLAINABLE

FOR

EACH PREDICTOR

a1

PREDICTOR
CLASS
RANK

#1

#3

#2

.0001

.0037

.0024

#7

#5

nnn?
UU V

___

#8

-J

SES

.0037

.0110

.0703

MOTHER'S
INFLUENCE

.0765

.0737

.0481

(.0474)

-----

(.0546)

FATHER'S
"INFLUENCE

(.0771)

.1087

.0476

. 1069

----

.0097

FRIENDS'
INFLUENCE

.0429

.0094

(0621)

M o t h e r 's .
RELIGIOSITY

.0569

.0198

.0182

•V 4

FATHER1S
RELIGIOSITY

.0730

(.0862)

.0215

.0129

FRIENDS'
RELIGIOSITY

.1092

.0315

.0046

•

____

n

? Js?
4

_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_

----

.1284

N

134

59

75

58

34

38

MEAN

1.68

1.98

1.44

1.53

2.24

1.37

KEY:
#

=

Parent Group

=

Indicator of a split made on this predictor
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these predictors increase in the third split (parent group 2), and both
sharply decrease in the following split (parent group 5).

The effect of

mother's influence appears in the Table but father's influence does not
appear.
Table 9 gives a good picture of an AID program with little evi
dence that sampling variability is affecting each partitioning process.
The predictors stand out as relatively strong independent indicators of
explained variation on the dependent variable.
On the first split (parent group l) perception of friends' reli
giousness is used, and its explanatory power shows a considerable drop
after, while father's influence after the first split has its explan
atory power increased and appears in the next splitting process.

Look

ing at parent group 3 it can be seen that the explanatory power of
father's influence is cut in half, but at the same time father's reli
giousness which is relatively strong at first has its explanatory power
cut by three-fourths.

This provides another example of how a predictor

(e.g. father's religiousness) may appear as a strong predictor at first,
but then lose power considerably in the following splits due to the
strength of other variables (e.g. father's influence).
In general, Tables 7, 8, and 9 indicate that the chance factor
in selecting the variables for the AID runs is not playing a major role
in the analysis.

However, in Table 8 it was noted that a substitution

effect was occurring between mother's and father's influence on reli
gious belief.

Mother's influence was used in the AID run but father's

influence was not used in this particular run.

This indicates that both

variables, mother's and father,'s influence, have considerable overlap
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in explaining the variation in the dependent variable (belief in life
after death).

In Table 9 substitution effects is a factor in the use

of mother's and father's influence on religious belief.

Again, this

indicates that these variables have considerable overlap in explaining

\
the variation in the dependent variable (belief in the existence of
God).

Table 7 gives no indication that substitution effects are play

ing a role in the analysis.

VARIATION EXPLANATIONS OF AID RUNS FOR EACH DEPENDENT VARIABLE

Tables 10, 11, and 12 illustrate the amount of variation explained
by each predictor in each AID run, and the explained variation as a
whole for each dependent variable.
Table 10 indicates the strength of the predictors used and those
which have the greatest explanatory power to those with the least on
the dependent variable belief in the existence of the Devil.

It can

be seen that perception of friends' religiousness explains the greatest
amount of variation in this AID run.

This variable is followed by, in

rank order, mother's influence, SES, friends' influence,
giousness and class rank.

father's reli

Friends' religiousness, mother's influence,

and SES all are relatively the same in strength of explaining the vari
ation in the dependent variable.

These three variables explain three-

fourths of the total variation in this AID run.
plained by this AID run, rounded off, is .21.

The total variation ex
This is not particularly

strong indicating that there might be other factors that account for the
variation in the dependent variable.

However,

this total variation ex

planation gives some indication of the strength of the variables used in
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this AID run.

TABLE 10

r'

EXPLAINED VARIATION FOR EACH PREDICTOR USED
IN AID SPLITTING PROCESS FOR DEPENDENT VAR
IABLE BELIEF IN THE EXISTENCE OF THE DEVIL

1. Friends' Religiousness:

B 2 = .05615
X

2. Mother's Influence:

B 2 = .05029
X

3. SES:

B 2 = .04856
X

4. Friends' Influence:

B 2 = .03034

5. Father's Religiousness:

B 2 = .01241

6. Class Rank:

B 2 = .01172

7. Total variation ex
plained by AID run:

R

X

X

X

2
= .20947

Table 11 shows that, again, perception of friends' religiousness
explains the greatest amount of variation in the AID run for the depen
dent variable belief in life after death.

This is followed by, in rank

order, perception of mother's religiousness,

father's religiousness,

mother's influence on religious values, and friends'
ligious values.

influence on re

Again, the important finding is the high variation ex

planation of friends' religiousness which also appears on the first
dependent variable (belief in life after death).

The total variation

explained by this AID run, rounded off, is .25, which is slightly high
er than the first AID run.

This is not strong, but it does indicate

the power of the predictors in explaining the dependent variable (be
lief in life after death.
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TABLE 11

EXPLAINED VARIATION FOR EACH PREDICTOR USED
IN AID SPLITTING PROCESS FOR DEPENDENT
VARIABLE BELIEF IN LIFE AFTER DEATH.

1.

Friends' Religiousness:

B 2 = .1016

2.

Mother's Religiousness:

B 2 = .0577

X

X

3.

Father's Religiousness:

B 2 = .0459
X

4.
5.
6.

Mother's Influence:

B 2 = .0264

Friends' Influence:

B 2 = .0143

Total variation ex
plained by AID run:

R2

X

X

= .2459

Table 12 like Tables 10 and 11 illustrates the power of friends'
religiousness in explaining the greatest amount of variation in the de
pendent variable (belief in the existence of God).

This is followed

by, in rank order, father's influence, SES, and father's religiousness.
The important finding is the consistency with which the variable
friends' religiousness appears in this table as the strongest predictor
in Tables 10 and 11.

The total variation explained by this AID run is

.24, slightly weaker than Table 11, but stronger than Table 10.

The

variation explained in this AID run is not strong but gives some indi
cation of the variables and their strength in predicting the dependent
variable (belief in the exixtence of God).
The most important finding in Tables 10, 11, and 12 is the con
sistency with which friends' religiousness appears as the best predictor of all three dependent variables (belief in life after death, be
lief in the existence of the Devil, and belief in God).

Friends'
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TABLE 12

EXPLAINED VARIATION FOR EACH PREDICTOR USED
IN AID SPLITTING PROCESS FOR DEPENDENT VAR
IABLE BELIEF IN THE EXISTENCE OF GOD.

1.

Friends' Religiousness:
°

B
x

2.

Father's Influence:

B
x

2

= .1094

2

3.

= .0912
2

SES:

B
x

.0255

2

4.

Father's Religiousness:
°

B
x

5.

Total variation
explained by AID run:

^
R

= .0155

= .2416

religiousness explains most of the variation in each dependent variable.
Another important finding was the consistency in which father's religi
ousness appeared in all three tables as explaining some part of the var
iation for each dependent variable and serving as a predictor for each
dependent variable.

Father's religiousness is considerable weaker than
</

friends'

religiousness in each AID run for variation explanation, but it

does appear in each case.

These findings will be discussed in the next

chapter.

DESCRIPTION OF FINAL GROUPS FOR AID RUNS

The following three Tables 13, 14, and 15 are a useful tool in
ffj
analysing the AID program.

These tables describe the final groups in

the AID runs that are presented in Tables 7, 8, and 9.
groups are listed in rank order on their means.

These final

These tables indicate

important constellations of prediction variables and they also provide
a useful summarization of the AID runs.
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Table 13 illustrates the final groups in the AID run on the depen
dent variable belief in the existence of the Devil.

This table des

cribes the characteristics of those respondents in each final group.
The groups are listed in rank order by their means.

A low mean indi

cates a strong belief in the Devil, and a high mean indicates a weak be
lief in the Devil.

A brief overview of the table shows the presence for

friends' religiousness in all groups.

The reason for this presence is

that this was the first predictor used in the splitting process, and

TABLE 13

COMPLETED SCOftE ON BELIEF IN THE DEVIL, FINAL GROUPS IN RANK
ORDER FROM LOWEST TO HIGHEST MEANS

GROUP#

N

MEAN

CHARACTERISTICS OF RESPONDENTS IN FINAL GROUPS

4

17

1.65

LOW SES, AND FRIENDS RELIGIOUS

10

18

2.00

FATHERS VERY RELIGIOUS AND FATHERS NOT VERY
RELIGIOUS, FRIENDS INFLUENTIAL ON RELIGIOUS
VALUES, HIGH SES, AND FRIENDS RELIGIOUS.

8

15

2.13

MOTHERS INFLUENTIAL ON RELIGIOUS VALUES, AND
FRIENDS NOT RELIGIOUS

11

24

2.46

FATHERS RELIGIOUS, FRIENDS INFLUENTIAL ON
RELIGIOUS VALUES, HIGH SES, AND FRIENDS
RELIGIOUS

12

27

2.85

UPPERCLASSMEN, MOTHERS INFLUENTIAL AND NOT
INFLUENTIAL ON RELIGIOUS VALUES, AND FRIENDS
NOT RELIGIOUS

7

16

2.94

FRIENDS NOT INFLUENTIAL ON RELIGIOUS VALUES,
HIGH SES, AND FRIENDS RELIGIOUS

13

17

3.29

UNDERCLASSMEN, MOTHERS INFLUENTIAL AND NOT
INFLUENTIAL ON RELIGIOUS VALUES, AND FRIENDS
NOT RELIGIOUS
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this was due to the fact that friends' religiousness is the single best
predictor on the dependent variable (belief in the existence of the
Devil.
Looking at the various groups as a whole, it can be seen that group
#4 with an N of 17 has the lowest mean of 1.65.

The respondents in

this category have the strongest belief in the Devil.
dents have two characteristics in common:

These repon-

1) they are in the low SES

category, and 2) their friends are religious.

This last characteris

tic, friends religious, is the common factor in the following groups,
#10, #11, and #7.
Group #13, with an N of 17 and a mean of 3.29, is the last group in
the AID run.

These respondents show the highest mean which indicates the

weakest belief in the Devil.

The salient characteristics of this group

are 1) underclassmen, 2) mother's influence, and 3) friends are not
religious.

This last characteristic, friends not religious, is the com

mon factor in the following groups, #8 and #12.
Table 14 illustrates the final groups in the AID run on the depen
dent variable belief in life after death.

This table describes the

characteristics of those respondents in each final group.
their means.

The groups

are listed in

rank order by

strong belief

in life after death, and the highest mean indicates a

weak belief in life after death.
one important

similarity to

The lowest mean indicates a

An overall look at the table reveals

what appeared in Table 13, the presence of

friends religiousness in all groups.

Again, the reason for this is

that friends religiousness was the first predictor used in the AID run
and hence the most powerful predictor of belief in life after death.
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TABLE 14

COMPLETED SCORE ON BELIEF IN LIFE AFTER DEATH, FINAL
GROUPS IN RANK ORDER FROM LOWEST TO HIGHEST MEANS

N

MEAN

CHARACTERISTICS OF RESPONDENTS IN FINAL GROUPS

12

22

1.22

FRIENDS INFLUENTIAL AND NOT INFLUENTIAL ON RE
LIGIOUS VALUES, FATHER'S RELIGIOUSNESS, AND
FRIENDS RELIGIOUS

13

16

1.69

FRIENDS INFLUENTIAL ON RELIGIOUS VALUES, FA
THER'S RELIGIOUSNESS, AND FRIENDS RELIGIOUS

10

21

1.76

MOTHERS VERY RELIGIOUS AND NOT VERY RELIGIOUS,
FATHERS VERY RELIGIOUS AND NOT VERY RELIGIOUS,
AND FRIENDS RELIGIOUS.

4

15

1.93

MOTHERS INFLUENTIAL ON RELIGIOUS VALUES, AND
FRIENDS NOT RELIGIOUS

8

27

2.30

MOTHERS VERY RELIGIOUS AND NOT VERY RELIGIOUS,
MOTHERS INFLUENTIAL AND NOT INFLUENTIAL ON RE
LIGIOUS VALUES, AND BEST FRIENDS NOT RELIGIOUS

' 11

16

2.31

MOTHERS RELIGIOUS, FATHERS VERY RELIGIOUS AND
NOT VERY RELIGIOUS, AND FRIENDS RELIGIOUS

9

17

2.82

MOTHERS RELIGIOUS, MOTHERS INFLUENTIAL AND NOT
INFLUENTIAL ON RELIGIOUS VALUES, AND FRIENDS
NOT RELIGIOUS

GROUP#

Group #12, with an N of 22 and a mean of 1.22, has the strongest
belief in life after death.
characteristics in common:

The respondents in this group have three
l) friends influence, father's religiousness,

and friends' religiousness score all effect their belief in the exis
tence of the Devil.

The last characteristic, perception of friends re

ligious, is present in groups #10, #11, and #13.
Group #9 with an N of 17 and a mean of 2.82, is the last group in
Table 14 and the group with the highest mean indicates that the
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respondents in this group have the weakest belief in life after death.
The salient characteristics of this group are:

1) Mother's religious

ness, 2) mother's influence, and

3) friends not religious. These

ables are interacting to predict

the dependent variable.

vari

The last

characteristic, friends religious, is also present in groups #4 and #8.
Table 15 illustrates the final groups in the AID run on the dependent
variable belief in the existence of God.

This table describes the char

acteristics of those respondents in each final group.
listed in rank order by their means.
belief in the existence of God.

The groups are

The lowest mean indicates a strong

This table has the source pattern

found in Tables 13 and 14 the presence of friends' religiousness in all

TABLE 15

COMPLETED SCORE ON BELIEF IN
ORDER FROM LOWEST

GROUP#

GOD, FINAL GROUPS IN RANK
TO HIGHEST MEANS

H

HEAR

CHARACTERISTICS OF RESPONDENTS

IN FINAL GROUPS

6

17

1.12

LOW SES, AND FRIENDS RELIGIOUS

10

18

1.17

FATHERS VERY RELIGIOUS AND NOT VERY RELIGIOUS,
FATHERS INFLUENTIAL ON RELIGIOUS BELIEFS, HIGH
SES, AND FRIENDS RELIGIOUS

11

20

1.55

FATHERS RELIGIOUS, FATHERS INFLUENTIAL ON RE
LIGIOUS VALUES, HIGH SES, AND FRIENDS RELIGIOUS

4

25

1.64

FATHERS INFLUENTIAL ON RELIGIOUS VALUES, AND
FRIENDS NOT RELIGIOUS

9

20

1.85

FATHERS NOT INFLUENTIAL ON RELIGIOUS VALUES,
HIGH SES, AND FRIENDS RELIGIOUS

5
34
2.24
FATHERS INFLUENTIAL AND NOT INFLUENTIAL ON
_____________________ RELIGIOUS VALUES, AND FRIENDS NOT RELIGIOUS
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groups.

The reason for this finding is the same as in the previous

two tables, friends' religiousness was the first predictor used in the
AID run and hence the most powerful predictor of belief in the existence
of God.
Group #6, with an N of 17 and a mean of 1.12, contains respondents
who have the strongest belief in the existence of God.
two salient characteristics:
religiousness.

This group has

1) low SES, and 2) perception of friends'

These two variables are interacting to predict the de

pendent variable belief in the existence of God.

The last characteris

tic, perception of friends' religiousness, is also present in groups #9,
#10, and #11.
Group #5, with an N of 34 and a mean of 2.24, contains respondents
who have the weakest belief in the existence of God.
has two salient characteristics:
tion of friends not religious.

This group also

1) father's influence, and 2) percep
These two variables are interacting to

predict the dependent variable belief in the existence of God.

The last

characteristic, perception of friends' religiousness, is also present in
group #4.
In the first section of this chapter, that dealing with descrip
tive statistics, there were two significant findings.

First, it was

found that a majority of respondents did not perceive any direct influ-,
ence from parents or peers on their religious beliefs.

The second major

finding was that there was an apparent contingency between respondents'
strong religious beliefs and perception of parental and peer religious
ness.

The stronger the religious belief of respondents,

the stronger the

perception of parental and peer religiousness.
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Part II illustrated the interaction of several independent vari
ables with each of the three dependent variables (belief in life after
death, the Devil, and God).

The purpose of this analysis was to dis

cover which variable explained the greatest amount of variation in the
dependent variable, and which combination of variables interacted to
predict the dependent variable.

Part II will be summarized along the

above outline.
Looking at the first three figures in Part II and the first pre
dictor to start the AID run for all three tables is "perception of
friends religious" is the single best predictor for each dependent var
iable.

Tables 7, 8, and 9 show that "perception of friends religious"

explains the greatest amount of variation for each dependent variable.
The fact that "perception of friends religious" is the best single pre
dictor for each dependent variable is also born out in Tables 13, 14,
and 15, in which "perception of friends religious" is present in all
final groups for each AID run on each dependent variable.

"Perception

of friends religious" is the best single predictor for each dependent
variable and explains the greatest amount of variation in each depen
dent variable.

It is the single most important variable in predl

ting

belief in life after death, the Devil, and God.
The second major consideration is which combination of variables
under what circumstances interact to predict each dependent variable.
In Figure 3.2 it was noted that friends religiousness, mother's influ
ence, SES, friends'

influence, father's religiousness, and class rank

were interacting to predict the dependent variable "belief in the exis
tence of the Devil".
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Table 10, Explained Variation Table, indicates that these variables
are ranked as above, respectively, in order of variation explained by
each predictor.

Friends' religiosity, mother's influence, and SES are

relatively the same in amount of explained variation on the dependent
variable.

These three variables are the most important predictors of be

lief in the existence of the Devil.
Another important consideration for the AID program on the depen
dent variable "belief in the existence of the Devil" is the problem of
substitution.

This involves a finding where two or more variables are

highly correlated with the dependent variable.

In other words, both

variables have considerable overlap in variation which both are capable
of explaining.

In Table 8 it was evident that mother's and father's in

fluence on religious values were both highly correlated with the depen
dent variable (belief in the existence of the Devil),

In this particu

lar case father's influence lost out to mother's influence in the compe
tition and was not used in this AID run.

Mother's influence substituted

for father's influence in predicting the dependent variable.
Figure 3.1 indicated that friends' religiousness, mother's religi
ousness , “father 's religiousness, mother's influence, and friends' influ
ence were interacting to predict the dependent variable "belief in life
after death".

Table 11, Explained Variation Table, indicates that these

variables are/ranked as above, respectively,

in order of variation ex-

/
plained by each predictor.

Friends' religiousness is almost double any

other single predictor in amount of variation explained in the dependent
variable.

This variable, friends' religiousness, is the most important

predictor of "belief in life after death".
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A substitution effect seems to be occurring between mother's and
father's influence on "belief in life after death" as indicated in
Table 7.

Mother's and father's influence appear to be highly corre

lated, or both variables have considerable overlap in explaining the
variation in the dependent variable.

In this particular case father's

influence lost out to friends' influence in the competion and was not
used in this AID run.

Mother's influence substituted for father's in

fluence in predicting the dependent variable.
Figure 3.3 indicated that friends' religiousness,

father's influ

ence, SES, and father's religiousness were interacting to predict the
dependent variable "belief in the existence of God".

Table 12, Explained

Variation Table, indicates that these variables are ranked as above, re
spectively, in order of variation explained by each predictor.

Friends'

religiousness and father's influence are the two dominant predictors in
amount of variation explained (117° and 97» respectively).

Friends'

re

ligiousness and father's influence are the most important predictors of
"belief in the existence of God."
Table 9 gives no strong indication that substitution effects are
occurring in this AID run.

In other words, each predictor used seems

to be an effective indicator of a combination of variables utilized to
predict the dependent variable (belief in the existence of God).
The findings in Chapter 3 have some interesting implications for
the theoretical position in this thesis, as well as some interesting
findings in itself.

The interpretation and conclusions concerning

these findings will be discussed in Chapter 4.
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CHAPTER IV

INTERPRETATION OF FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS, IMPLICATIONS AND
SUGGESTIONS FOR FURTHER RESEARCH

The major findings of Part I of Chapter III were:

I) a majority

of respondents did not perceive any direct influence from either par
ents or peers on their religious beliefs, and 2) as perception of par
ental and peer influence on religious beliefs becomes more pronounced,
there is a corresponding increase in the strength in belief in God.
The findings indicating that a majority of respondents did not per
ceive any external influence on their religious beliefs supports the
contention of some writers that people view their actions as voluntaristic, that is, without being influenced by any person or thing.
However, this finding raised the question as to "where" did they receive
these beliefs, or, who influences their beliefs about a deity.

This

question was more accurately dealt with in the second major finding and
in the second part of the third chapter.
The second major finding indicated a clearly discernable contin
gency between parental or peer religiousness on the one hand and the re
spondent's own expressed "belief in God", on the other.

Perceptions of

parental religiousness are stronger than perceived peer religiousness,
and there is also an increase in the relationship when moving from peer
to parental perceived religiousness.

Again, given the nature of current

research on patterns of influence, it could be argued, indirectly, that
parents and/or peer beliefs, etc., do influence their children and/or
close friends.

Due to the many years of close interaction and dependence
71
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of the child with the parent, it could easily be construed that par
ental values are instilled in the child at an early age, and therefore
the most important data relating parental and peer influence over a
person is the agreement of values between the person and the primary
socialization agents.

However, peer influence is also part of the pic

ture and AID techniques were used to make clearer sense of this confusing
pattern of influence.
The second part of Chapter III was devoted to determining which in
dependent variable actually explained most of the variation in the de
pendent variables of religiosity, and which combination of variables un
der what circumstances were used to predict the dependent variables.

In

other words, what factors are influencing religious belief, apart from
the self reports of little influence from outside forces.

It was here

that the Automatic Interaction Detection (AID) Analysis was used.
The first major finding using AID was that the independent varia
ble of "perceived friends' religiousness" was the single best predictor
for all three dependent religiosity variables.

Analysing the Automatic

Interaction Detector runs for each dependent variable, belief in life
after death, the Devil and God, it was discovered that "perceived
friends' religiousness" explained the greatest amount of variation for
each dependent variable.

This indicates that this variable is the single

most important variable in predicting each dependent variable on religio
sity.

The interpretation of this finding is rather difficult.'

The

theoretical position, pro and con, in this study concerns the influence
of parents and peers on religious beliefs.

The author's hypothesis

was that parents are more influential than peers on religious beliefs.
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This seemed to be born out by the self reports concerning who influences
religious belief.

However, the data in the AID runs indicate that the

question on "perceived friends' religiousness" is clearly the important
variable in predicting religious beliefs.

In other words, it is not the

respondents' perception of influence that is most predictive, but how re
spondents perceive their parents and peers religiousness.

It is their

current perception of parents and peers religiousness which is most sa
lient in predicting religious beliefs.

Indeed, the peer influence

seems consistently stronger than that of parents.
However, this finding of the power of "perceived friends' religi
ousness" to predict own religious beliefs must be considered in context
with the other variables which combine and interact to account for vari
ance on each dependent variable.

The strength of the AID program is its

ability to illustrate which combination of variables are interacting to
predict the dependent variable.

A closer look at the AID "trees" makes

the pattern of influence appear more complex than at first glance.
The explained variation tables derived from the AID analysis illus
trate what other variables contribute to predicting each dependent vari
able.

Table 10 indicates that mother's influence and SES are almost as

strong as perception of friends' religiousness in amount of variation
explained on the dependent variable of belief in the Devil.

Perception

of friends' religiousness along with perception of mother's influence
and SES are the major variables interacting to predict the belief in the
Devil.

This seems to indicate a "joint" effect of parents and peers in

predicting respondents belief in the existence of the Devil.

s„

"Perception of friends' religiousness" is the most powerful predic-
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tor on the dependent variable belief in life after death.

Perception of

friends' religiousness explains almost twice the variation in the depen
dent variable than any other independent variable, as can be seen when
examining Table 12.

Mother's and father's religiousness are also sig

nificant predictors of belief in life after death.

Again, these find

ings indicate the combined strength of parent and peer religiousness in
explaining, or predicting, religious belief.
Table 12 illustrates that perception of father's influence and
friends' religiousness interact to predict belief in God.

These two

variables explain almost all ot the variation in the dependent variable.
This would indicate that parents and peers "jointly" affect respondents
belief in God, but peers again predominating over parental influence.
These findings indicate that both parents and peers are influen
cing, at least indirectly, the core religious beliefs of the respondents.
In other words, core religious beliefs of respondents are probably both
transmitted and reinforced by both parents and peers.

However, it

would appear that, in this case the peers are the most influential.
Finally, the importance of these findings, of the joint effect of
parents and peers in predicting core religious beliefs, must be consi
dered in the light of the relatively small amount of overall variation
explained for each AID run (only 247. was explained, generally, by each
run).

Yet, it would appear to be safe to say that a trend seems to be

evident here, that is, that both parents and peers are affecting core re
ligious beliefs, with peers slightly predominating over parents.

CONCLUSIONS
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The major thrust of this study could be summarized by the fol
lowing questions:

°

1) How religious are American'college students?
2) Who do students perceive as influencing their religious
beliefs? Family, peers, or neither?
3) Who really influences the student's religious beliefs?
Or what factors actually contribute to forming student
religious beliefs?
Data from Part I of Chapter III indicated that 85?o of respondents
maintained strong religious beliefs.
ever, is not unexpected.

This seemingly large figure, how

Nationwide surveys indicate that strong reli

gious belief is maintained by a vast majority of Americans in general.
The answer to the first question on the strength of American college
students' religious beliefs can be *answered in the affirmative.

The

data on hand indicate that the strong religious beliefs of college stu
dents parallels that of the nation in general.
Findings from Part I of Chapter III provides an answer for the
second major question of this study:

"Who do students perceive as in

fluencing their religious beliefs?" Respondents indicated that neither
parents or peers were influencing their religious beliefs.

In each

case, neither mother, father, or peers were perceived by a majority of
repondents as influencing their religious beliefs.

This finding raised

the question as to "where did they receive these beliefs?"

Further

analysis in Part I of Chapter III indicated that with strong perceptions
of parental and peer religiousness there was a corresponding strong re
ligious belief.

This indicated that, perhaps indirectly, parents and

peers were affecting the religious beliefs of .the respondents.
cond part of Chapter III helped resolve this apparent confusion.
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The se-

■

The AID analysis from Part II of Chapter III indicated that the
best single predictor for each dependent variable of religiosity was
"perception of friends' religiousness".

In each case (for each depen

dent variable) perception of friends' religiousness explained more vari
ation for each dependent variable than any other independent variable.
This indicates that, under the circumstances, the answer to the ques
tion, "Who influences the student's religious beliefs?", is the respon
dents best friends.

Perception of friends' religiousness is the single

best predictor of "core" religious beliefs.
The conclusion as to what factors are contributing to forming stu
dents religious beliefs is both parents and peers are contributing fac
tors.

The AID analysis indicates that parents and peers are combining

to predict "core" religious beliefs.

Yet, peers are predominating over

parents in predicting religious beliefs.
Finally, the major position taken by the author is partly refuted.
The major proposition was that parents were perceived as the dominant
force in transmitting religious beliefs to students.

This is refuted,

indirectly, by the evidence which indicates that peers are the best pre
dictors of students' religious beliefs.

However, further analysis re

veals that there is a combined effect of both peers and parents in pre
dicting religious beliefs of students.

Peers do predominate over par

ents, but there would seem to be no sharp break between students and
parents in terms of one particular group maintaining absolute dominance
over the held religious beliefs of students.

Yet it would appear that

in early years of adulthood peers are more important in predicting reli
gious beliefs than parents.

Reproduced with permission o f the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.

Implications And Suggestions For- Further Research

Much of the current literature on socialization and youth has em
phasized the predominant influence of either peers, parents or other
groups on the beliefs, attitudes and behavior of youth.

This one-sided

approach tends to overlook the importance of the combined effect of
various groups-on a child's behavior.

This study tends to support the

proposition that peers are the dominant influence on the religious be
liefs of college students.
influence.

However, dominant does not indicate "sole"

The conclusions from this study point to the importance of

the combined effect of both parents and peers.

There is no sharp break

between peers and parents in terms of absolute dominance over the held
religious beliefs of students.

The results from this study give clear

9

implications of the importance of the combined effects of both parents
and peers on the held religious beliefs of students.
The major implication of this study is the combined effect of both
parents and peers on the religious beliefs of students.

The major sug

gestions for further research evolve from this finding.

First, re

search should be conducted which would expand the present study to a
more representative sample of young adults in America.

Secondly, fur

ther research should be conducted which more closely examinines the re
lative impact of various groups on young adults and their beliefs, at*

titudes and values and behavior.

A much broader area of beliefs, etc.,

should be examined than only traditional Judaic-Christian beliefs. Fur
ther research in all these areas is necessitated for a clearer under
standing of how children are socialized into becoming functioning adults
in today's society.

77
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